In six dense chapters he does some heavy lifting. The opening chapter examines what he calls the pirate "life cycle," the relationship between pirates and corsairs, networks of activity, and the Ottomans' struggle to meet the demands of providing justice for its subjects with a de-centralized administrative structure. The second chapter sharpens the focus to consider the role of Ottoman judges (qadis) in the ransoming of pirate-seized captives held on the island of Malta and, to a lesser extent, in the Tuscan coastal town of Livorno. The appearance of issues regarding piracy in the empire's negotiated treaties (ahdname) of the period come next, especially in agreements with Venice. White shows how the antipiracy articles included in these treaties changed as the political/religious matrix changed with the increased appearance of British, French, and Dutch ships in the Mediterranean. Chapter four examines the pirates of the Barbary Coast and how the great success of figures like the Barbarossa brothers and Murat Rais led to their being de facto political leaders over the North African coast, with the result that the Tunisian and Algerian states worked loose of direct Ottoman control and became semi-independent. White's final two chapters turn to legal matters and examine piracy's place in Islamic jurisprudence and the practice of that law in the courts.
The book is well-researched and structured, and White deserves credit for bringing such a large body of fresh material to light. As one would expect of a dissertation-turned-first-book, it is up-to-date with current studies and debates. The impression left by it, though, is that Mediterranean piracy was conceptually little changed from the medieval period, when the legal community was shaped by the Consolat del Mar rather than by Islamic fiqh. Mediterranean piracy had its own particular structure and norms of behaviour. The names changed from Latin Christian ones in the thirteenth and fourteenth centuries to Turkish and Arabic ones from the fifteenth century on, but the systems of adaptation to piracy and corsairing seem to have been remarkably consistent.
White's book is a model of exacting research and judicious analysis, and we look forward to many years of productivity from him. More than half a century after the first wave of African independence movements, historians of Africa have begun to return to the era of independence.
Clifford R. Backman, Boston University
Recently, Jean Allman has called for scholars to move beyond pessimistic, "modernization-bound questions" such as "What went wrong?" and reevaluate the diverse and, at times, heterodox political imaginations of African thinkers on the eve of independence ("Nuclear Imperialism and the Pan-African Struggle for Peace and Freedom," 2008, 85) . Jeffrey S. Ahlman's well-researched (though inaptly titled) book, Living with Nkrumahism, is the latest contribution to this historiographical trend.
One of the greatest accomplishments of Living with Nkrumahism is Ahlman's commitment to a non-teleological reading of Nkrumah-era political philosophy and practice. Rather than viewing the immediate post-independence Ghanaian era through a lens tinged by "the pessimistic hindsight of the last four to five decades" (5), Ahlman foregrounds the often-ambivalent and nuanced views and experiences of those entangled in the nation-building project of the Convention People's Party (cpp). These include the perspectives of rank-and-file men and women who participated in the cpp and opposition politics in the late 1950s and 1960s.
Ahlman traces how ambitious yet frequently mismanaged socialist planning, often derailed by the pressures of the Cold War and global economic shocks, both provided new opportunities to Ghanaian citizens and heightened internal tensions within Ghanaian society. In the eyes of this reviewer, Ahlman's most important insights relate to the labour and gender politics of Nkrumahism. In chapter four, Ahlman examines how the cpp co-opted the labour movement and, through the Trades Union Congress, redirected workers' time and energy toward the Party's far-reaching developmentalist goals. By the early 1960s, however, government policies had alienated both urban and rural labourers. Following a drop in international cocoa prices, the cpp implemented austerity policies, instigating a nation-wide strike. Chapter five, which offers a fine-grained analysis of the micropolitics and gendered dynamics of the Bureau of African Affairs, explores the emergence of an "increasingly closed-off security state" (157) in the wake of the 1961 strike. Though many young Ghanaian working women benefited from the cpp's progressive and modernist gender politics, they also came to be seen as potential threats to the revolution. As civil servants in the Bureau began to equate femininity with "antisocialist indiscipline" (174) and the lurking dangers of neocolonialism, women became increasingly subject to new forms of scrutiny and discipline. These chapters, like the book as a whole, show that "living with Nkrumahism" was fraught with contradictions; it was a time of both hope and disillusionment remembered with ambivalence by many Ghanaians.
One of the limitations of the book is the unevenness with which Ahlman moves across scales of analysis. Most of the book is devoted to a highly detailed, localized analysis of the cpp's political and economic initiatives in the first decade of self-rule. Though Ahlman does attend to the larger geopolitical context, this reviewer wished that he had allocated more attention reviews Canadian Journal of History / Annales canadiennes d'histoire 54.1-2 © 2019 to the international forces that shaped political life in Ghana. A sustained focus on the global and international would have reinforced one of Ahlman's central (and persuasive) claims: namely, that "structural realities -most notably the Cold War and clear disparities in the global economy" limited the "very real hopes and ambitions" of independence (209). It would have also given the book greater relevance and legibility to scholars who are neither Africa nor Ghana specialists.
Moreover, this reviewer found Ahlman's equivocal reading of Nkrumah-era policies at times unsatisfying. Ahlman wisely shies away from dominant trends within existing scholarship, which has tended to paint the Nkrumah era as either a failure of authoritarianism or a thwarted revolution. Yet a nuanced, non-teleological reading of the period does not preclude the possibility for a more pointed, forceful stance on cpp policies and ideology. Determining what was and was not successful about Nkrumahism (and the extent to which its ambitions were hindered by external factors) is especially important in light of the recent return of state-driven developmentalism (as seen in the case of contemporary Ethiopia and Rwanda).
These quibbles aside, Living with Nkrumahism is an important contribution to a growing subset of historical literature aimed at reexamining the era of decolonization and early years of independence. Ahlman's commitment to often-overlooked archives, and skillful use of non-archival and oral sources should serve as a model for scholars struggling with the problem of a fragmentary postcolonial archival record. The author paints a picture of a corrupt, contradictory, and at times authoritarian nation-building process that was, nevertheless, also visionary, transformative, and experimental. This book will be of interest to anyone who seeks to better understand the oft-forgotten political projects that emerged out of Africa (and the Global South more broadly) during the heady years of independence. 
Keren Weitzberg, University College London

